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If the natural and metaphysical works written by Albertus Magnus (c. 1200-1280) have received attention from a relatively important number of researchers, it is nevertheless the case that his logical writings have been largely ignored by twentieth-century scholars.
2 One can only hope that the publication of the critical edition of his logical commentaries, by the Albertus-Magnus-Institut, will help change this situation. It seems to me that many reasons militate in favour of a closer and deeper study of his commentaries-paraphrases on Aristotle's Organon and on the treatises that tradition has added to it.
3 It is too early to say much about the precise degree of originality of his logical writings, 4 but we know that Albert the Great was among the very fi rst medievals to produce a complete or nearly complete logical corpus, similar to those which already existed among Arabic philosophers, and that he actually played an extremely important role in the assimilation to the West of Arabic thought, particularly in the fi eld of logic. 5 The time in which Albert made his contribution to logic is also crucial: the writing of his logical corpus (or at least most of it) probably took place in the 1250s, 6 when Albert was in Cologne after having left the University of Paris, which situates this corpus just after those of Parisian masters of arts like Johannes Pagus , Nicholas of Paris , and Robert Kilwardby , but before the large number of commentaries from the last third of the thirteenth century and the beginning of the fourteenth. There is a defi nite possibility that Albert's teachings in logic infl uenced later commentators, 7 and, combined with his general strength as a philosopher, it warrants a closer look at his writings in this discipline.
Further, Albert 's teachings on the Categories deserves even more attention, if only because of the importance that has been traditionally given to this particular treatise within Aristotle's thought, and because of the very serious diffi culties that its interpretation poses, notwithstanding Augustine 's famous claim that, as a young man, he easily read and understood it. 8 At the core of these diffi culties lies the precise identifi cation of the subject of the book, and whether it is about things, concepts, or words, or all three. This problem is signifi cant, both in itself, and also because of the bearing it has on questions like the method of the treatise, its division, or the part of philosophy it belongs to. The diffi culty and signifi cance of this problem were seen by medieval thinkers, and in particular by those of the thirteenth century, which of course does not mean that they were any more unanimous about its solution than we modern readers of Aristotle are. This presentation is obviously not the right place for an overall comparison of the different views on the subject of the Categories that dominated the thirteenth century,
